Dear Harold, 



November 5, 1969 



^ fill g fn ?° the “®« al natters, it is only appropriate 
egress y deepest thanlcs for yours and Mrs. Weisberg’s 
warmth XKSB and kindness this past weekend. Throughout mv work 
have been subjected to the standard courtesies but never have 
I received such treatment as when I visited your home. It is 
futile for me to search my heart for the proper words to express 
my gratitude; no language has yet come up with such words. I can 
merely say that I shall fondly remember last weekend for the 
rest of my life. 

I am currently preparing extensive notes on the Specter 
interview from which I would like to make up a questionaire 
which I can use during the talk. If I do this, you will get a copy 
for possible changes and criticisms. 



I noticed something in the Humes testimony which interests 
me * ^ don f t think it has been noticed before* If 35 you recall* 

I felt there was a good case for perjury SB with Humes because 
he said there were no traces of the front neck wound while the 
Panel disclosed there were. Here is the exact portion of the tX 
testimony which refers to that: 

Mr. McCloy. ....In spite of the incision made by the tracheotomy, 

was there any evidence left of the exit aperture? 

Cmmdr. Humes. Unfortunately net that we could ascertain, sir. 

I think this is important. Humes was asked if there was any 
evidence of an exit on the front neck to which he replied not 
that could he ascertained. Does this mean thatnthere was an entrance 
hole there? He was not asked this, and in my opinion, McCloy* s 
question is carefully worded to avoid exactly that. Whether or 
not this was unintentional, the published record still stands X 
that Humes could ascertain no evidence of an exit hole in the 
front neck. If he cut away the hole before Finck arrived as we 
^fcussed when I was there, then he may have prepared histological 
slides of it and may have good reason for testifying as he did. 

I T ve also had some interesting reflections on Finck and the 
autopsy. I must find out exactly when during the autopsy Finck 
was called in, where he was when called, and when he arrived. I 
know from the H.O. testimony that he arrived after the brain was 
removed hut was he called to come also after the brain had been 
removed? This is quite important. 

You see, removing the brain involved peeling the scalp 
back to erjcb ear which in turn caused all of the loose bone 
fragments around the margins of the gaping wound to fall off 
thus creating a huge defect void of the clues it once held. 

For Finck to see this, was meaningless. Humes specifically 
testified that He personally examed the margins of the gaping 
wound for evidence of exit, ect* Yet he was not competant to 
discern if an: nxplosive bullet was responsible for part of that 
hole. You will recall that there is no record of any slides from 
the margins of that hole. Also, there 4 s good reason to believe 
that the anterior neck wound was cut away before Finck arrived. 

This adds up to something not very pretty. Fienk was summoned 
to assist in the autopsy because the other docs were not qualified 
for the task at hand. Why then was any possible conclusive evidence 
of front entrance removed and possibly destroyed before Finck 
arrived? This is all too obvious to me. Humes had absolutely no 



business removing a severly damaged brain from an extensively 
fragmented bead before the qualified man arrived. It is like 
an orderly taking out your appendix before the surgeon arrives* 
All that was left for Fiock to dee was evidence of shots from 
the rear. I'm not drawing any conclusions here but I find it more 
than a coincidence that the areas not available for Finck to 
inspect are those same areas which we now strongly suspect of 
front entrance* Hake of this what you will but please comment. 

I T ve also had some thoughts on the double head shot at 313 - 
314. I scheched 291 on my copy of Z for the jerk you discerned 
and found nothing. However* on the notion of two simultaneous 
shots hitting the head, if the second was far more powerful than 
the firsts wouln^t it have the force to counter that of the first 
and subsequently slam the head in its diection? Will be checking 
$ on this soon with some one who would know. 

I r m thinking of writing each of the Panel doctors on the 
distribution of fragments in the neck. Would yo>u advise this? 

Must stop now - I r m sure I forgot to mention something but 
it must have slipped my mind. 

Still, 



